legislature will undertake to deal with the question of ?the liquor traffic on a national basis, philanthropists are beginning to try to acquire the management of publichouses, with a view to, first, preventing that accumulation -of wealth and corresponding power in the hands of individual proprietors which enables them, in many cases, to obtain an influence over local authorities which is contrary to the public interest, though eminently beneficial to the financial interests of the licence-holders; secondly, to ?ensure the expenditure of all profits derived from the sale of liquor, beyond a fair interest on the capital involved, on ?objects of public benefit, and especially on counterattractions to the public-house; thirdly, to the provision of refreshments, alcoholic and non-alcoholic, which shall be of sound and wholesome quality. To Notwithstanding the honourable aims of the promoters of these trusts, they have met with much unfavourable criticism. The extreme teetotallers, who object to the municipalisation of the liquor traffic, on the ground that " it will make us all partners in the sin of drunkenness," urge similar pleas against the trusts. They want prohibition, and are apparently unable to see that where prohibition is impossible, as it is in all large places, it is a good thing to have the control of the dangerous traffic in strong drink in the hands of honourable people who have no selfish aims to serve. It is useless to argue with these persons. But persons of less extreme views often hold aloof from these companies for fear that the very fact that the surplus profits are to be devoted to objects of public utility may make people inclined to condone drunkenness for the sake of the profits themselves. If the public library, or the public baths, or the street lighting, or, above all, if the rates profit from the money gained by the profits of the liquor traffic, will the public desire that that traffic should diminish P We think that on this point the public conscience is less dull and selfish than these timorous folks believe, but in any case we think that the elimination of private profit is such a great good that some risks may be run to obtain it. It is the greatness of profit that makes the publican such a power as he is in many places. Nor, on the ground of public morality, is it to be forgotten that these big profits tempt men to go into the liquor trade who, if the profits were less big and less easily earned, would turn to a business less dangerous to the public welfare. Moreover, the profits earned by the trusts are largely devoted to counter-attractions to the public-house, which in time are bound to do good even though their direct attractiveness to a confirmed drunkard may not be apparent.
But drunkenness is often the resort of the ignorant simply because they know of n? other pleasure. As life widens out to them, as their desires increase, as they begin to want better houses* country holidays, books, theatres, concerts, they will take less drink because there will be other things which they want more.
To break a man from drinking it is necessary to do more than keep drink from him. You must teach him to want something else.
